enable individuals "to search for 'valid' explanations of 'what happened' and justify decisions" (Cicourel 1968, 53 Because individuals use the media to make sense of social problems, it is important to understand how these media construct images of an issue. The construction of a problem is important because it locates not just the cause of a problem but also its solution (Best 1995) . Although there are often competing perspectives on the same problem, one particular perspective often gains dominance in a discourse. Foucault (1979) argues that the power to control knowledge allows one to control the dominant discourse on issues-thus silencing alternative perspectives. Several studies of discourse and social problems, including domestic violence, have demonstrated this claim (e.g., Beckett 1996; Cicourel 1968; Foucault 1979; Loseke 1992) .
This case study is part of a larger project on domestic violence in popular media and popular discourse. I focus on political and men's magazines here because their coverage is dominated by the patriarchal-resistance perspective. After a description of my method and sources, I address three main points. First, I illustrate how these magazines resist the battered-women movement's construction of domestic violence by employing two main discursive strategies: degendering the problem and gendering the blame. Second, I argue that this perspective is a political countermovement to feminist constructions of domestic violence, not an expression of serious concern about women's violence and male victims. Third, I lay out several implications this patriarchal resistance discourse has on the fight against domestic violence.
METHOD AND SOURCES
Although qualitative research includes a wide variety of concepts and methods (Denzin and Lincoln 1994), I base my interpretive approach on critical theory. Critical theory works for the empowerment of oppressed individuals; confronts injustice; and is transformative, political, and emancipatory in nature (Giddens 1993) . It is taking the sociological imagination seriously-shifting from local and discrete instances of phenomena to their broader social context (Kincheloe and McLaren 1994) . In this qualitative analysis, I investigate how magazine articles portray domestic violence. In particular, I focus on where responsibility is assigned for the causes and solutions for the problem. The articles place responsibility explicitly, by making claims about causes and solutions, or implicitly, by including some facts about a case while excluding others.
This study analyzed articles that focus on domestic violence published in magazines categorized as "political" or "men's" between 1970 and 1999. The political magazines (with number of articles) are National Review (9), The New Republic (5), and Reason (2). The men's magazines are Gentlemen's Quarterly (1), Esquire (2), Men's Journal (1), New Man (2), Penthouse (10), and Playboy (4). I do not address here articles published in The Nation and The Progressive, two progressive political magazines that typically use a feminist framework in their articles about domestic violence.
For this study, domestic violence is defined as physical, sexual, and/or psychological abuse that occurs between two adults in an intimate relationship regardless of marital status or sexual orientation.1 Although children are certainly victims of domestic violence, I did not include articles that focused exclusively on child abuse. The time frame of 1970-99 covers articles introduced after the rise of the batteredwomen movement. Until the late 1970s, the media used the term domestic violence to refer to riots and terrorism (Tierney 1982) . Even after the early 1970s, articles were listed under topics such as quarreling and conjugal violence so I conducted broad searches on two periodical indexes, the Reader's Guide to Periodicals Index and Access. Additional articles were found in some magazines not listed in these indexes through issue-by-issue examinations of these magazines and/or correspondence with the magazine's editors.
In this article, I describe a patriarchal-resistance perspective. Of the articles in this study, 81 percent use this perspective in their portrayal of domestic violence. The overwhelming majority of the men's and political articles on domestic violence appeared in the 1990s. Only one article was published in the 1970s, which was a story in Esquire on domestic violence during the Christmas season. Five articles were published in the mid-1980s: one in Playboy, one in National Review, and three in Penthouse. The remaining articles, 82 percent, were published in the 1990s. I argue that most men's and political magazines were not interested in publishing articles on domestic violence during the 1970s and early 1980s when the public's discovery of the problem was still relatively new. However, when battered-women advocates began making significant progress in gaining media attention and changing legislation to help victims of abuse, the men's and political magazines responded. Therefore, most of the articles appear in the 1990s. Also, in particular, the 0. J. Simpson and Nicole Brown Simpson, and the Lorena and John Bobbitt cases during the mid-1990s inspired many of the articles in these magazines.
DEGENDERING THE PROBLEM
Feminist constructions of domestic violence emphasize the role of gender and power in abusive relationships, including the fact that the overwhelming majority of victims are women. The first major strategy of the patriarchal-resistance discourse is to reframe the problem as "human violence." By removing gender from the framing of the problem, this perspective undermines the role of gender and power in abusive relationships. This discursive strategy, which I refer to as degendering the problem, plays a central role in resisting any attempts to situate social problems within a patriarchal framework. Domestic violence is not the only form of violence that is degendered by critics of feminist constructions. Typical cases of men's everyday violence against intimates and acquaintances, including rape and incest, are obscured in the media by sensationalizing less common "stranger abuse" and "sick rapists" (Caringella-MacDonald 1998; Meyers 1997; Smart 1989; Soothill and Walby 1991; Websdale 1999). "Media portrayals of rape are in these ways hegemonic, buttressing the patriarchy that undergirds structural inequality and sexism and the rampant rape that these engender" (Caringella-MacDonald 1998, 63). In the case of domestic violence, where strangers are obviously not involved, human violence takes the place of "stranger danger" as a rhetorical tool for diverting attention from men's everyday violence.
The theme of human violence is common in men's and political magazines. For example, Domestic violence is neither a male nor a female issue-it's simply a human issue. Unfortunately, almost all of those who try to make the case that there are as many battered men as battered women tend to omit or reduce to a parenthetical phrase the fact that no matter how much violence there is or who initiates the violence, women are as much as 10 times more likely than men to be injured in acts of domestic violence. Thus, although the data... show similar rates of hitting, when injury is considered, marital violence is primarily a problem of victimized women.
Even though Straus and Gelles (1995) maintain that women may be violent in the home, they agree that women sustain more physical injury, lose more time from work, and require more medical care. Furthermore, Gelles's, Straus's, and Steinmetz's survey data focus on counting acts of violence and do not consider other strategies of control and intimidation such as psychological, sexual, and verbal abuse and the use of threats against children, relatives, and pets.
The sex-symmetry perspective also relies heavily on Steinmetz's (1977a Steinmetz's ( , 1977b Steinmetz's ( , 1978 McElroy (1995, 74) attacks the women's movement for "pushing images of women as victims and men as beasts" and "using the issues of domestic violence and rape to create a new jurisprudence that assesses guilt and imposes punishment based on gender." McElroy argues that the battered-women movement abuses the justice system and unfairly prosecutes men. Using women's voices is critical for legitimating this perspective. By having both men and women advocating this frame, the issue of gender is further removed from the discourse.
GENDERING THE BLAME
Although the patriarchal-resistance perspective frames domestic violence as a human issue and argues that women and men are equally violent, when it comes to discussing responsibility for ending abuse, the focus is the culpability of women. Thus, although violence is degendered, blame is gendered. Previous studies on media constructions of violence against women provide other examples of gendered blame. For instance, popular women's magazines frame domestic violence in a way that normalizes the victim's responsibility while ignoring the role of the abuser and of society (Berns 1999). Similar resistance occurs in other media and cultures. A mainstream Australian newspaper used "strategies of recuperation" when reporting on men's violence against women (Howe 1999) . By using editorial disclaimers, the article minimized men's responsibility and distanced its own view from feminists. The effect of these editorial strategies was to position its critique of men's violence against women within "hegemonic narratives of gender relations in which women acquiesce in domestic violence, feminists vilify men, and men as a group are much-maligned and not to be held accountable for the behavior of a small, aberrant minority" (Howe 1999 The pathology of any abusive relationship includes a victim who is deeply infatuated with the process. That is part of the sickness, and it's one of the reasons the victim finds it so difficult to disengage from the dance. This is one truth about domestic violence that we do not want to hear: It takes two to tango. Domestic abuse is a dance, sometimes a dance of death, and it takes two people to do it. (Playboy, Baber 1996, 33) Baber applies this idea to the 0. J. and Nicole Simpson case by using attorney Melanie Lomax's quote: "Nicole was involved in this dance with O. J. Simpson. She has to bear her share of the responsibility." He warns his readers that some people will be offended by that statement and "will dismiss it as a classic example of blaming the victim. But her words are accurate" (Baber 1996, 33).
Baber himself was the victim in a violent relationship and reports that until he accepted the fact that he was partially responsible for the violence, he couldn't get out.
Until I accepted the fact that I was a player and part of the process of domestic violence, I was paralyzed. There was something perversely intriguing about my situation. As if I were hypnotized or drugged, I entered into a daily ritual with my abuser. But I was unwilling to take responsibility for my part in it. After all, she was the one on the attack. She was the aggressor and potential killer. I never hit her, never got physical, so I assumed that I had virtue on my side. It was a tremendously self-righteous position, and it felt good. (Playboy, Baber 1996, 33) Baber (1996, 33) says that whether you are a man or a woman in an abusive relationship, "please get the hell out now. If you do not, it's a decision you will have to live-or die-with." Although Baber uses his own experience as a victim, the primary focus of the article is on women's responsibility.
Gendering Social Responsibility
Some of the blame-gendering articles include many of the same cultural themes used by the battered-women movement itself: sexism, cultural acceptance of violence, public awareness, and education. However, the perspective toward these themes is dramatically different. Sexism relates not to feminist concerns such as objectification of women but to "male bashing." Concern about cultural acceptance of violence is limited to acceptance of female violence against men. This is the third strategy for gendering blame for domestic violence: critiquing the social tolerance for women's violence but not for men's violence.
Many articles discuss why society does not hold women responsible for their violence. One theory put forth says that there are two sets of rules concerning violence. Brott supports this idea:
When it comes to domestic violence, society seems to have one set of rules for men and another for women. Perhaps it's because we have been socialized to view women's violence as somehow less "real" (and consequently more acceptable) than men's violence. (Penthouse, Brott 1993, 34) Brott argues that our society teaches girls that it is OK to be physically violent and that people applaud women striking back. This perspective is right in that female violence should be taken seriously. However, it should not be used only as a strategy to obscure male violence. These men's and political magazines continue to ignore the male abuser and the cultural and structural context that tolerates male violence. They point out the cultural context that tolerates female violence without providing a similar analysis for the tolerance of male violence.
Blaming Battered-Women Advocates
The fourth main strategy for gendering the blame is blaming battered-women advocates. These advocates are accused of spreading myths and false statistics, abusing the justice system and discriminating against men, promoting a male-bashing campaign and failing to accept equal responsibility for stopping women's violence.
In These magazines argue that not only are the radical women's groups opposing any information regarding female violence against men but are also actively encouraging a campaign of male-bashing. "And in general the battered-women campaign is powerfully fueled by the radical feminist presumption that all sex is violence, and all men are brutes. Call in the exorcists" (National Review, Killing the enemy 1991, 13). In 1994--during the 0. J. Simpson saga-Baber focuses on public attitudes and domestic violence with a specific look at male bashing. "The Simpson-Goldman murders have highlighted more than one epidemic. Male-bashing is a national disease, and the folks who perpetrate it have it down to a well-funded, well-practiced science" (Playboy, Baber 1994, 36).
Baber gives his readers six suggestions for facing the "current campaign of shame" being lodged against men. Here are three of those suggestions:
(2) Whenever you hear domestic violence described as solely a male problem, remember that women are not immune to violence. Statistics show that women and men are equally capable of brutality in the home.
(3) Although the female of the species is labeled as more peaceful and nurturing than the male, remember that mothers abuse their children at a rate almost double that of fathers.
(5) As long as we believe that men alone need counseling in domestic violence cases, we will be dealing with only half the problem. The stereotype of the abusive husband and the abused wife often falls apart under examination. It should be required by law that both the husband and the wife get counseling after domestic violence complaints. (Baber 1994, 36) In this article, Baber does not really give suggestions for solving domestic violence. Rather, he targets the male bashing as the problem and offers suggestions for resisting the message that men are the majority of abusers.
Siller (1996, 22) offers an alternative to this male bashing. He calls for more emphasis to be placed on "the value and importance of fatherhood and the presence of a man in the home." Furthermore, he says that "reducing and eliminating the crime of domestic violence is too important for our national leaders to lay the entire blame at the feet of men." Feminists are blamed for not doing enough to stop women's violence. Therefore, it is concluded that they are not taking responsibility for stopping domestic violence.
Finally, some articles attack the battered-women movement for downplaying the extent and severity of female victims' injuries. Very often the authors charge feminist advocates with abusing statistics regarding female victims. The statistics given by advocacy groups are often described as lies and myths. "Like hydra heads or spreading kudzu, the false statistics keep proliferating" (Young 1994 It is significant to point out that the types of abuse the article claims husbands face are mainly humiliation, verbal and emotional abuse, and "deliberate withholding of sex." Although physical violence was discussed, most of the examples were of verbal abuse. The article points out that "abuse against women tends to be more severe than that against men" (Thomas 1999, 57) . And the author claims that men represent only 15 percent of all domestic violence victims. The article also differentiates between types of women's violence:
The most common grouping are women who use violence as a form of self-defense; the second group consists of women who have themselves been abused and are finally reacting; the third group are women who are stronger than their spouses or who are the "primary physical aggressors." This group is the smallest. (Thomas 1999, 58) I do not want to downplay the problems of emotional and verbal abuse. However, it is significant to note that the one magazine that claimed to have done a serious investigation of husband abuse found that verbal abuse was the biggest problem for male victims. This is a far cry from the equality of physical violence that the majority of men's and political magazines argue. Perhaps, if other authors relied less on questionable statistics from one source and more on doing a thorough investigation of women's violence, a more complete picture would emerge. But again, I do not think that is the goal of these articles. Providing political opposition to the battered-women movement appears to be the driving force.
The Perils of Degendering the Problem and Gendering the Blame
The patriarchal-resistance perspective has three major implications for the fight against domestic violence: (1) the normalization of intimate violence, (2) the diversion of attention from men's responsibility and the cultural and structural factors that foster violence, and (3) the distortion of women's violence.
The normalization of intimate violence is one of the more devastating consequences of degendering the problem. Arguing that men and women are equally violent implies that the problem is human nature or normal behavior between people without any consideration of gender role socialization or cultural attitudes toward women. And, significantly, this perspective ignores the research that continues to find that most victims and the most seriously injured are women. Certainly victims who are male need to be helped and women's violence needs to be taken seriously. However, targeting women's violence should not be done only as a strategy to obscure men's violence. Portraying domestic violence as a problem that affects men and women equally will jeopardize funding for programs that help victims of domestic violence and misguide programs and resources directed at prevention.
Degendering the problem while gendering the blame diverts attention away from men's responsibility and the cultural and structural factors that oppress women and foster violence. This counters any attempts to situate social problems within a patriarchal framework. Susan Caringella-MacDonald (1998) argues that it is easier to sell sensationalized stories of rape cases in which the rapists are "sick" rather than writing about male power and everyday sexism. Likewise, portraying men's violence against women as rare or "only human" obscures the patriarchal attitudes and social structure that underlie the problem. Of great concern is that these men's and political magazines do point out the cultural context that tolerates female violence without providing a similar analysis for the tolerance of male violence. Even though the violence is seen as "equal opportunity," this perspective helps men avoid responsibility for stopping the abuse. Paul Kivel (1992) argues that "counterattack and competing victimization" are tactics that men use to avoid responsibility. In the national debate about gender, men are claiming that they are mistreated, cannot speak without being attacked, and are the victims of male bashing. "Those with power have many resources for having their view of reality prevail, and they have a lot at stake in maintaining the status quo" (Kivel 1992, 104) . He warns that we must be aware of these tactics and be ready to counter them. "If we keep our eyes clearly on the power and the violence, we can see that these tactics are transparent for what they are, attempts to prevent placing responsibility on those who commit and benefit from acts of violence" (Kivel 1992, 104) . Certainly women's violence needs to be taken seriously, but in a way that moves research and public debate on violence forward, not backward. Renzetti (1999, 45) points out that "despite all we do not know about intimate violence, we do know that it is gendered." The fact that women are sometimes violent gives us no reason to dismiss the importance of gender in understanding the problem. The public debate on women's violence is intensifying. Currently, perspectives reflecting the patriarchal resistance described in this study are leading this debate (see also Renzetti 1999; Schwartz and DeKeseredy 1993). How a problem is framed affects public opinion. The dominant frame currently portrays men's and women's violence as equal. More research on women's violence is needed to help answer questions and provide a rich context for understanding the violence. This additional research is needed to counter the distorted images of women's violence that are portrayed in the men's and political magazines.
CONCLUSION
The overwhelming majority of articles in the men's and political magazines frame domestic violence in a way that obscures men's violence and places the burden of responsibility on women. Women are held responsible as abusers, victims, and advocates. By degendering the problem and gendering the blame, this perspective undermines any attempt to situate domestic violence within a patriarchal explanation. The roles of gender and power are ignored. The dominant perspective in the men's and political magazines represents a political countermovement to the feminist constructions of domestic violence, not a reflection of serious concern about women's violence and male victims. Three major implications of this resistance discourse for the fight against domestic violence are the normalization of intimate violence, the diversion of attention from men's responsibility and cultural and structural factors that foster violence, and the distortion of women's violence.
Ignoring roles of abusers and cultural and structural factors is not limited to men's and political magazines. An earlier analysis of women's magazine articles on domestic violence shows that the victim is the one held most responsible for ending the abuse (Berns 1999). Counseling and advising the victim to leave the relationship are the most common solutions in popular discourse. Women are told to find solutions to this social problem within themselves: "Change your personality." "Increase your self-esteem." "Take control of your life." "Refuse to be a victim." "You have the power to end the abuse." The dominant focus on victims' needs, syndromes, stories, and responsibility obscures the root causes of domestic violence. People may be shocked by the explicit blame put on the victims in many men's and political magazine articles. However, most women's magazine articles do the same thing by telling "it happened to me" stories that implicitly place the responsibility on victims for solving the problem of domestic violence.
Holding victims responsible as illustrated in popular magazines is a common theme in other discourses. Similar strategies as described in the patriarchal-resistance perspective are found in classrooms, Web pages, newspapers, TV shows, and popular books. Counterattacks, competing victimization, and de-emphasizing gender are strategies that are used to divert attention from the everyday violence against women. A more informed debate, whether in the media, classrooms, or academic journals, is needed to uncover the political strategies used to veil issues of gender and power, and to counter the distorted images of men's and women's violence that currently dominate popular discourse. NOTE 1. How to label the problem continues to be debated (e.g., Jones 1994; Meyers 1997). The term domestic violence is criticized for not identifying the roles of victim and offender. Similar terms criticized for this obfuscation include domestic dispute, family violence, conjugal violence, spouse abuse, partner abuse, and marital aggression. Other commonly used terms, such as battered women, abused women, wife abuse, and wife beating, identify the victim but obscure the offender. Terms such as wife abuse and spouse abuse are criticized for ignoring abuse outside of marriage. Many feminists and advocates use the term battered women, but it implies that a woman's main identity is that of a helpless victim. I use the term domestic violence in this study to more accurately reflect the language used in the discourse I analyzed.
